US-2000-2 
UNIVERSITY SENATE 


MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF 10 MARCH 2000 


ATTENDANCE 


PRESENT: 


ABSENT: 


Guests: 


Dr. J.W. O’Brien (Speaker); Dr. F. Lowy; Dr. J. Lightstone; Prof. M. Danis; 
Mr. C. Emond; Mr. L. English; Prof. A. Al-Khalili; Prof. M. Allor;Dean C. 
Bédard; Prof. L. Berezowsky; Mr. P. Blais; Ms. J. Boilard; Dr. D. Boisvert; 
Mr. D. Boojhawon; Prof. W. Byers; Prof. J. Capobianco; Mr. M. Coker; Prof. 
C. Cupples; Mr. W. Curran; Dean N. Esmail; Ms. A. Ford; Ms. S. Friesinger; 
Prof. C. Giguere; Prof. S. Goyal; Prof. A. Hanna; Prof. |. Irvine; Prof. L. 
Lequin; Mr. A. Mojaddedi; Ms. M. Mullarkey; Ms. L. Prendergast; Prof. L. 
Plotek; Prof. M. Pruska-Carrol; Prof. P. Rist; Ms. L. Scully; Dr. W. Sellers 


Dean M. Anvari; Prof. C. Bayne; Ms. A. Haer; Dean C. Jackson; Mr. C. 
Piché; Dean M. Singer; Prof. J. Tomberlin; Prof. R. Tremblay; Prof. C. 
Vallejo; Mr. J. Woodrow 


Ms. L. Cornax (Acting Director, IITS); Associate Dean G. Gibbons (Faculty 
of Fine Arts); Vice-Dean B. Knitter (Faculty of Arts and Science); Ms. K. 
Robillard (Ombudsperson); Ms. M. A. Robitaille-Brodie (Director, External 
Relations and Secretary, Academic Hearing Board); Ms. S. Spilhaus 
(Advisor, Rights and Responsibilities); Mr. Z Tiefenbach and Ms. M. 
Bromley (“The People’s Potato” project) 


Documents associated with the Minutes 


US-2000-2-D1 Honorary degree nominations for J une 2000 (Closed Session) 
US-2000-2-D2 Annual report of the Academic Hearing Board 

US-2000-2-D3 Committee appointments 

US-2000-2-D4 Notes regarding Professor Emeritus status 

US-2000-2-D5 Proposed resolution regarding a general education graduation requirement 
US-2000-2-D6 Report of the Academic Programs Committee 

US-2000-2-D7 Undergraduate curriculum changes 2000-2001: Arts & Science (Minor) 
US-2000-2-D8 Letter from Council of the Faculty of Commerce and Administration 


regarding addition of staff as voting member 


US-2000-2-D9 Excerpt from an agreement between the Concordia Student Union and the 


administration 


US-2000-2-D10 Summary - Preliminary projection 1999-2000 (Netted) 
US-2000-2-D10(a) Preliminary projection 1999-2000 (Netted) 
US-2000-2-D11 Projected Capital Budget for 2000-2001 
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US-2000-2-D12 Ad Hoc Finance Committee Report 


Call to Order 
2000-2-1 The meeting was called to order at 2:05 p.m. 


Approval of the Agenda 


2000-2-2 IT WAS MOVED BY DR. BEDARD, SECONDED BY PROF. GIGUERE, THAT THE 
AGENDA BE APPROVED AS SUBMITTED. 


MOTION CARRIED. 


Dr. O’Brien asked non-Senators to leave the Chamber for the duration of 
the Closed Session. 


OPEN SESSION 


Approval of the Minutes (14 J anuary 2000) 


2000-2-4 IT WAS MOVED BY DR. BEDARD, SECONDED BY PROF. ALLOR, THAT THE 
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF 14 JANUARY 2000 BE APPROVED WITH A 
CORRECTION TO THE ATTENDANCE. 

MOTION CARRIED. 


Business arising from the Minutes 


There was no business arising from the Minutes. 


Remarks from the Rector 


2000-2-5 Dr. Lowy’s report is summarized below. 


(i) Concordia’s newly appointed Ombudsperson, Ms. Kristen Robillard, was 
introduced and welcomed. 


(ii) The federal budget which was announced in February 2000 had some 
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features favourable to universities, as follows. An additional $900 million 
would be invested in the Canada Foundation for Innovation over the next 
five years. Although a $2.5 billion supplement to the Canada Health and 
Social Transfer was announced, it was not clear how the supplement 
would help universities. 


In 1999, Prime Minister Jean Chrétien had announced the federal 
government would finance the creation of 1,200 research chairs. With the 
announcement of $360 million for the 21st Century Research Chairs, the 
number of chairs to be financed increased to 2,000. The additional chairs 
would be primarily, but not exclusively, in science and engineering 
disciplines. As well, $160 million would be invested in genomic research 
over the next five years; $700 million in environmental initiatives, and $60 
million in atmospheric and climate research. 


The tax-exempt portion of students’ scholarship income had been 
increased to $5,000 annually, and increase of the basic personal 
exemption to $8,000 would also benefit the student population. 


(iii) The provincial budget would be announced by Finance Minister Bernard 
Landry on 14 March. 


(iv) On 29 February, Concordia had made its annual presentation to the 
parliamentary commission on universities, and our academic and financial 
plans were extremely well-received. Pressure was being applied to the 
government by Québec’s three research-intensive universities, for 
preferential funding. Concordia did not share their view. 


(v) At an open meeting held on 6 March, the outlines of the long-term 
master space plan were presented to the community. From the many 
questions and comments, Dr. Lowy said two strong points emerged: that 
students want a consolidated student centre, and improved recreation 
facilities downtown. 


Dr. Lowy described the multi-phased plan, and referred Senators to 
Concordia’s Thursday Report, dated 2 March, for details. He pointed out 
that moving ahead with the plan would depend upon approval from the 
municipality and the Minister of Education, and on securing assurances 
that sufficient funding would be available. 


(vi) Dr. Lowy praised the achievements of Vice-Rector, Charles Emond, 
who would be completing his term of office on 15 March 2000. He 


2000-2-6 


2000-2-7 


2000-2-8 


extended his personal thanks. 


Items for Information 


Mr. Emond thanked Senate Speaker John O’Brien and Senators for their 
support and cooperation, and said he had enjoyed Senate’s spirited 
debates. Mr. Emond commended his successor-to-be, Executive Director, 
Physical Resources, Michael Di Grappa, and expressed his personal thanks 
to Rector Fred Lowy for his capable stewardship of the University. 


The Vice-Rector, Services, reminded Senators that responsibility for 
environmental health and safety was a line responsibility, resting primarily 
with senior administrators, managers and instructors. He encouraged 
everyone to consult the Environmental Health and Safety Home Page for 
practical guidance and information about management of health and 
safety issues at Concordia. 


IT WAS MOVED AND SECONDED (LIGHTSTONE, EL-KHALILI), THAT SENATE 
COMMEND MR. CHARLES EMOND FOR HIS DEDICATION AND HARD WORK, 
AND THANK HIM FOR THE COURTESY AND CIVILITY WHICH HE 
DEMONSTRATED DURING HIS TENURE AS VICE-RECTOR, SERVICES. 


MOTION CARRIED. 


Registrar Lynne Prendergast told Senate that the spring convocation 
dates had been revised. Due to continuing labour problems, convocation 
would not be held at Place des Arts; instead, ceremonies would be held as 
follows: in the Oscar Peterson Concert Hall, Fine Arts at 2:00 p.m., 
Tuesday, 6 June; at the Molson Centre, Commerce and Administration at 
7:00 p.m., Wednesday, 7 June; Arts and Science at 10:00 a.m. and 2:30 
p.m., Tuesday, 13 June; and Engineering and Computer Science at 7:00 
p.m., Tuesday, 13 J une,. 


Ms. Prendergast also explained that, due to the new time constraints, the 
Office of the Registrar’s had advanced many exam dates to maximize 
available marking time, with the aim of ensuring that administrative delays 
do not prevent eligible students from graduating. Ms. Prendergast made 
a strong appeal to Senators to enforce the three-day turn-around time 
for grading the final exams of potential graduates. 


Provost and Vice-Rector, Research, Jack Lightstone reported as Chair of 
the Senate Committee on Academic Planning and Priorities (SCAPP). He 
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said SCAPP expected to receive the Faculties’ academic plans before the 
end of the academic year. 


The ad hoc committee on general high-level life skills, a sub-committee of 
SCAPP being chaired by Dr. Bill Knitter, had presented a preliminary report. 
Dr. Lightstone said Dr. Knitter had been asked to present a more 
extensive report at the 23 March meeting of SCAPP. 


Dr. Rosemary Hale had completed a first draft of operational guidelines 
for implementation of the academic appraisal regulations adopted by 
Senate in December 1999. The final procedures would be tabled at 
Senate for information. 


Dr. Lightstone reported that the one application submitted by Concordia 
in the “new opportunities” category of the Canada Foundation for 
Innovation (CFI) had been approved; the Foundation would provide 
$100,000. for the project headed by Dr. Andrew Chapman, Department of 
Psychology. The provincial government would be asked to match the CFI 
grant, and Concordia would contribute $50,000. 


In the “institutional innovation” category, Concordia had submitted 
applications valuing about $15 million. CFI decisions were expected in late 
May or early J une. 


At the request of Mr. Blais, Mr. Zev Tiefenbach, coordinator of “The 
People’s Potato”, and Ms. Marguerite Bromley were granted speaking 
privileges. Mr. Tiefenbach explained the origins and operations of “The 
People’s Potato”, a student-run lunch program which provides nutritious 
meals at no charge to students four days each week. While the primary 
purpose of the project, managed by the six-member Concordia Food 
Collective, was to help students on tight budgets, Mr. Tiefenbach said it 
was also creating a community feeling. 


Mr. Tiefenbach thanked the student associations and members of the 
administration for their help and support, and outlined some of the 
project’s outstanding needs. He told Senate that the Concordia Student 
Union (CSU) would propose, in a referendum question, collection of a $0.05 
per credit fee to assist “The People’s Potato”. Dr. O’Brien thanked Mr. 
Tiefenbach for informing Senate about this impressive initiative, and 
congratulated the students on their achievement. 


2000-2-10 The Speaker drew Senators’ attention to the 1998-99 Annual Report of 


2000-2-11 


2000-2-12 
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the Academic Hearing Board, which had been distributed for their 
information. 


Question Period 


Student Patrice Blais asked the Registrar how the confidentiality of nominal 
student information was protected. 


Ms. Prendergast answered that students requesting documents must 
submit written requests or present their identification (ID) cards. If an ID 
card is lost, a student may apply for a new card upon presentation of 
two pieces of identification. A student who is worried that the security of 
their personal information has been breached may request a change of ID 
number at any time. 


Appointments 


IT WAS MOVED BY DR. LOWY, SECONDED BY DR. BEDARD, THAT THE 
APPOINTMENT OF A GRADUATE STUDENT TO THE ACADEMIC PROGRAMS 
COMMITTEE SET OUT IN SENATE DOCUMENT US-2000-2-D3 BE APPROVED. 


MOTION CARRIED. 


2000-2-13 


Professor Emeritus status 


Dr. Lightstone introduced this subject. He said Senate had received the 
report and recommendations of the Task Force to review the status 
“Professor Emeritus” in January 2000, and had passed the document on 
to the Councils for consideration and input. As the feedback was 
inconclusive, the Steering Committee had formulated a set of discrete 
motions (Senate Document US-2000-2-D4) to facilitate Senate discussion 
and action regarding the Task Force proposals. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DR. LOWY, SECONDED BY PROF. PLOTEK, THAT THERE 
SHALL BE A TWO-TRACK SYSTEM FOR THE RECOGNITION OF FACULTY 
MEMBERS RETIRING IN GOOD STANDING FROM CONCORDIA UNIVERSITY, IN 
WHICH THERE IS A UNIVERSAL AWARD OF A TITLE, FOR EXAMPLE, 
“HONOURED RETIRED PROFESSOR/ASSOCIATE PROFESSOR", AND _ IN 
WHICH, ADDITIONALLY, A RETIRING PROFESSOR DEEMED TO HAVE MADE 
AN EXCEPTIONALLY MERITORIOUS CONTRIBUTION TO THE UNIVERSITY MAY 
BE NOMINATED FOR RECOGNITION AS "PROFESSOR EMERITUS". 


A faculty member observed the proposed title “Honoured Retired 
Professor” was comical; the Provost replied that it was tentative. Asked 
what benefits the universal title would confer on the holder, Dr. Lightstone 
explained that the primary advantage would be the right to assert his or 
her continuing association with the University for the purpose of seeking 
research funding. 


MOTION CARRIED, WITH ONE OPPOSED. 


It was moved by Dr. Lightstone, seconded by Mr. Blais, that: 
the criteria for exceptional service, based upon the criteria 
originally adopted by Senate in 1986, be as follows: 
the candidate will have retired or will have chosen to retire from 
full-time service to the University; 
the candidate will have made a sustained and demonstrably 
outstanding contribution to teaching, research, the university, and 
community life; 
the candidate will normally have held the rank of full professor for 
at least ten years; and 
the candidate will normally have been a member of the faculty of 
Concordia University for at least ten years. 


A lengthy discussion followed. A faculty member said Senate would have 
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2000-2-15 


2000-2-16 
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to decide what particular kind of career achievement it especially wished 
to honour. Dr. Lightstone explained how the original criteria were applied 
by the University Committee on Promotion to Full Professor, and Senators 
agreed that academic contribution to the University should be identified as 
the paramount criterion. Since there was no consensus on how the 
various criteria should be ranked or applied, the proposed motion was 
withdrawn and it was moved that the Steering Committee be asked to 
work out details and present a recommendation to Senate. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DR. LIGHTSTONE, SECONDED BY MR. BLAIS, THAT THE 
CRITERIA FOR "EXCEPTIONAL" SERVICE BE AS FOLLOWS: THE CANDIDATE 
WILL HAVE RETIRED OR WILL HAVE CHOSEN TO RETIRE FROM FULL-TIME 
SERVICE TO THE UNIVERSITY; AND WILL HAVE MADE, ABOVE ALL, A 
SUSTAINED AND DEMONSTRABLY OUTSTANDING ACADEMIC 
CONTRIBUTION TO THE UNIVERSITY; AND 


THAT SPECIFIC CRITERIA BE DEVELOPED AND PROPOSED BY STEERING 
COMMITTEE. 


MOTION CARRIED. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DR. LIGHTSTONE, SECONDED BY PROF. GOYAL, THAT A 
PROCEDURE FOR SELECTION OF PROFESSORS EMERITUS BE DEVELOPED 
WHICH PROVIDES FOR PRESENTATION OF CANDIDATES, BY THE DEANS, TO 
A COMMITTEE ESTABLISHED EXCLUSIVELY FOR THAT PURPOSE AND 
WHOSE POSITIVE RECOMMENDATIONS, ONLY, SHALL BE FORWARDED TO 
SENATE FOR APPROVAL. 


MOTION CARRIED. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DR. LIGHTSTONE, SECONDED BY MS. FORD, THAT THE 
BOARD OF GOVERNORS BE ASKED TO DEVOLVE FINAL AUTHORITY TO 
SENATE, TO APPROVE AWARDING OF THE TITLE "PROFESSOR EMERITUS", 
IN| AFFIRMATION OF ITS CHARACTER AS AN ACADEMIC AWARD 
CONFERRED ON _ DISTINGUISHED COLLEAGUES BY THE ACADEMIC 
COMMUNITY. 


MOTION CARRIED. 


General education requirement 


Dr. Lightstone introduced this subject. He explained that, in February 
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1999, Senate had voted to support, in principle, the establishment of a 
general education requirement and proposed that the requirement should 
come into effect for new enrolments for the fall 2000 term. The subject 
was revisited in May 1999, when Senate approved a_ distribution 
requirement as the foundation for a general education requirement; 
because the Faculties were proposing different pedagogical approaches to 
the requirement, Senators did not agree upon a start date or an 
implementation schedule. At the present time, it remained for each of the 
Faculties to articulate a detailed proposal. 


Dr. Lightstone said, the Steering Committee had decided to ask Senate to 
adopt a "sunset clause" when the minimal distribution requirement would 
come into effect. The motion set out in Senate Document US-2000-2-D5 
was moved by Dr. Lightstone and seconded by Prof. Byers. 


The Registrar pointed out that while the proposal set out a start date of 
September 2001, it still lacked the details critical to its implementation. 
Ms. Prendergast said she would be comfortable with the proposed start 
date, provided there was an assurance that the undergraduate calendar 
editor would be provided with final text in time for its inclusion in the 
calendar copy. Dr. Lightstone answered that he hoped that, by 
committing itself to a deadline, Senate would stimulate the necessary 
momentum for the Faculties to develop their respective provisions. 


Mr. Deepak Boojhawon, President of the Commerce and Administration 
Student Association, commended the idea but alerted Senate to the risks 
a new graduation requirement would create for students. He called for 
compulsory academic advising to ensure that each student was apprised 
of the implications of the new requirement for his or her own academic 
program, and recommended that a statement to that effect be added to 
the motion. Student Mistie Mullarkey supported the suggestion. 


Some Senators expressed reservations about tying the issue to the 
general education resolution. Dr. Lightstone said he appreciated that 
inadequate academic advising could have serious consequences for 
students. Dean Nabil Esmail, of the Faculty of Engineering and Computer 
Science, agreed, saying that his Faculty had initiated an entirely new 
system for counselling students. 


A faculty member recommended referring the matter to the Steering 
Committee for consideration. Speaker John O'Brien asked if there were 
any objections. Hearing none, Dr. O'Brien said Senate would hear from the 


2000-2-17 
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Steering Committee at the April meeting. 


IT WAS MOVED BY DR. LIGHTSTONE, AND SECONDED BY PROF. 
BYERS,THAT, WHEREAS, ON 5 FEBRUARY 1999, SENATE (i) APPROVED IN 
PRINCIPLE THE ESTABLISHMENT OF A GENERAL EDUCATION GRADUATION 
REQUIREMENT AS SET OUT IN SENATE DOCUMENT US-99-1-D2, (ii) 
RESOLVED THAT THE FACULTY COUNCILS AND THE COUNCIL OF THE 
SCHOOL OF GRADUATE STUDIES BE ASKED TO RESPOND TO THE 
RECOMMENDATIONS DETAILED THEREIN, AND (iii) ADOPTED A TIMETABLE 
FOR ADOPTION OF RESOLUTIONS FOR IMPLEMENTATION OF A GENERAL 
EDUCATION REQUIREMENT; 


WHEREAS, ON 28 MAY 1999, SENATE APPROVED THE DISTRIBUTION 
REQUIREMENT DETAILED IN RECOMMENDATION #1 OF SENATE DOCUMENT 
US-99-1-D2, BUT DID NOT COME TO ANY AGREEMENT REGARDING AN 
EFFECTIVE DATE OF IMPLEMENTATION; AND 


WHEREAS, AT THE SENATE MEETING OF 28 MAY 1999, AT LEAST ONE 
FACULTY EXPRESSED THE DESIRE TO DEVELOP A GENERAL EDUCATION 
REQUIREMENT WHICH WOULD MEET AND EXCEED THE EDUCATIONAL 
OB) ECTIVES ENVISAGED IN RECOMMENDATION #1 OF US-99-1-D2; 


BE IT RESOLVED 


THAT THE GENERAL EDUCATION GRADUATION REQUIREMENT BE APPLIED 
TO ALL STUDENTS NEWLY ACCEPTED INTO PROGRAMS FOR SEPTEMBER 
2001; AND 


THAT THE REQUIREMENT WILL BE EITHER THE DISTRIBUTION REQUIREMENT 
SPECIFIED IN RECOMMENDATION #1 OF US-99-1-D2, OR SOME OTHER 
PROPOSED BY A FACULTY TO SENATE FOR APPROVAL WHICH, IN TERMS OF 
ITS EDUCATIONAL OBJECTIVES, ARGUABLY MEETS OR EXCEEDS THE 
DISTRIBUTION REQUIREMENT. 


MOTION CARRIED. 
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Report of the Academic Programs Committee: Minor undergraduate 
curriculum changes for 2000-2001, Faculty of Arts and Science 


2000-2-18 Dr. O'Brien pointed out that the minor curriculum changes for the Faculty 


2000-2-19 


of Arts and Science, set out in Senate Document US-2000-2-D7, were 
being presented for the information of Senators. 


Revised Composition of the Council of the Faculty of Commerce and 
Administration 


IT WAS MOVED BY PROF. GOYAL, SECONDED BY MR. BOOJ HAWON, THAT, 
AS RECOMMENDED BY THE COUNCIL OF THE FACULTY OF COMMERCE AND 
ADMINISTRATION, SENATE APPROVE THE ADDITION OF TWO STAFF 
MEMBERS AS VOTING MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL, AND THAT SENATE 
RECOMMEND APPROVAL OF THIS CHANGE TO THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS. 


MOTION CARRIED. 


Concordia Student Union position on administrative fees 


Mr. Emond explained that this matter was being presented to Senate 
because, unlike other student fees, the administrative fee was the object 
of negotiations between the senior administration and the Concordia 
Student Union. It was felt that Senate should have an opportunity to 
consider possible academic impact of the proposal. The negotiated 
agreement contained a commitment, on the part of signatories Charles 
Emond and Dean of Students Donald Boisvert, to recommend to Senate 
and the Board of Governors that the planned $3.00 per credit increase of 
the administrative fee be waived for the 2000-2001 budget year. 


The agreement to recommend freezing the administrative fee represented 
a compromise between the students' desire to see the fee discontinued 
and the administration's argument that the revenue was essential to 
maintaining the University's normal operations. Dr. Lowy said the 
administration recognized and appreciated the financial burden being 
borne by students. 


Dr. Lightstone explained his position. He said he had voted in favour of 
the agreement as a member of the administration which was party to 
“good faith” negotiations. However, he was aware the budget of the 
academic sector could not be cut and assumed the same held true for 
other sectors. Moreover, the University had committed itself to a strict 
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deficit repayment plan. The Provost said the agreement represented the 
common hope of students and administrators that the government would 
make moves, in the coming year, toward restoration of universities' base 
funding. If the hope was not realized, the University would likely have to 
implement the fee increase in the subsequent budget year. 


The following issues were featured in the ensuing discussion: 


(i) The actual cost of the measure for the University was estimated as a 
$1.5 million reduction in the 2000-2001 operating budget, or about 
$80,000. interest charges to carry additional debt of $1.5 million for one 
year. 


(ii) The provincial government was scheduled to release the budget for 
2000-2001 on 14 March 2000. Some Senators argued it was too risky to 
make decisions bearing on the University's financial health before the 
budget was known. They recommended postponing the decision until the 
next meeting, when it could be considered in the presence of the Deans 
and in the context of the report of the Chief Financial Officer. 


(iii) Student Sabine Friesinger asserted increasing the administrative fee as 
planned, by $90.00 per year for the average full-time student, would 
further reduce the accessibility of university education. 


(iv) Ms. Mullarkey affirmed the students' commitment to protecting the 
quality of education offered at Concordia. She appealed to Senators to 
work together with students in the coming year, to induce the government 
to improve funding. It was understood that the proposal merely provided 
a window of opportunity but, Ms. Mullarkey emphasized, CSU negotiators 
had conceded other demands to concentrate on this opportunity. 


(v) Although members of the Engineering and Computer Science Students’ 
Association and of the Commerce and Administration Students’ 
Association were represented on the CSU Council, some Senators were not 
convinced the students’ opinions were effectively represented. 


(vi) Mr. Boojhawon said CASA members had indicated, in a general 
assembly held on 1 February, their willingness to accept the planned fee 
increase provided they were given an opportunity to discuss, with the 
administration, how the fee revenues would be spent. He said he would 
abstain from voting to honour the mandate from his constituency. Dr. 
Lightstone said the administration would not consider differentiating the 
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administrative fees charged to students, or allocating any portion of fee 
revenues according to the preferences of any restricted student group. 


At 4:45 p.m., Senate agreed to table the budget presentation (Agenda 
Item XV) to the April meeting and to continue discussion of the 
administrative fee. After some further discussion, the question was called. 


IT WAS MOVED BY MR. BLAIS, SECONDED BY DR. LOWY, THAT SENATE 
ENDORSE AND RECOMMEND TO THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS THE POSITION 
AGREED UPON BY THE ADMINISTRATION, WITH THE CONCORDIA STUDENT 
UNION, NOT TO IMPLEMENT THE SCHEDULED $3.00 PER CREDIT INCREASE 
TO THE ADMINISTRATIVE FEE DURING THE 2000-2001 ACADEMIC YEAR. 


MOTION CARRIED WITH FIFTEEN IN FAVOUR, TWO OPPOSED AND SIX 
ABSTENTIONS. 


Budget report: Year-end projection 1999-2000 and Projected Capital 
Budget 2000-2001 


As agreed, the budget report was postponed to the April meeting. 


Dr. O’Brien announced that the next meeting of Senate would be held on 
Friday, 7 April 2000. 


The meeting was adjourned at 5:15 p.m. on a motion by Ms. Scully, 
seconded by Mr. Boojhawon. 


Amely J urgenliemk 
Secretary of the Board of Governors and Senate 
29 March 2000 


